United States Patent and Trademark Office 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE 
I nilid Stall-, l'atint and Trademark Office 

Address: COMMISSIONER FOR PATENTS 



APPLICATION NO. 



FILING DATE 



FIRST NAMED INVENTOR 



ATTORNEY DOCKET NO. CONFIRMATION NO. 



I0/553.95H 



I 0/1 9/2005 



38834 7590 03/26/2008 

WESTERMAN, HATTORI, DANIELS & ADRIAN, LLP 
1250 CONNECTICUT AVENUE, NW 
SUITE 700 

WASHINGTON, DC 20036 



V ARGOT, MA II III . I D 



PAPER NUMBER 



DELIVERY MODE 



Please find below and/or attached an Office communication concerning this application or proceeding. 

The time period for reply, if any, is set in the attached communication. 



PTOL-90A (Rev. 04/07) 



l/ffflrC? nVrliUli Otfff Iff ids y 


Application No. 

10/553,958 


Applicant(s) 

SAIKI ET AL. 


Examiner 

Mathieu D. Vargot 


Art Unit 

1791 





- The MAILING DATE of this communication appears on the cover sheet with the correspondence address — 
Period for Reply 
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1 )KI Responsive to communication(s) filed on 09 January 2008 . 
2a )□ This action is FINAL. 2b)^ This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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4) ^ Claim(s) 1,3-9 and 11-19 is/are pending in the application. 

4a) Of the above claim(s) 1 and 11-19 is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

5) D Claim(s) is/are allowed. 
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7) 0 Claim(s) is/are objected to. 

8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) Q The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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3.Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 
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1. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being 
indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claim 3 requires that it is the iodine-dyed film that is stretched while claim 8 
recites that the iodine dyeing step is performed together with the stretching step. 
It would appear that the stretching step of claim 3 is not the same one as set 
forth in claim 8 and these should be differentiated. If they are indeed the same 
stretching step, then claim 8 fails to further limit claim 3, which recites that the 
already dyed film is stretched, not that the stretching and dyeing occur 
simultaneously. Clarification is required as to exactly what "the stretching step" 
at line 2 of claim 8 refers to. 



2.The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 
U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this 
Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 
1 22(b), by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or 
(2) a patent granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before 
the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under 
the treaty defined in section 351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an 
application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 3-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by 
Sugino et al 2003/0137732 (see paragraphs 0018, 0044, 0047, 0052-0055 and 



0057). 
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Sugino et al discloses the instant method of manufacturing a polarizer comprising 
the instant steps of dyeing the PVAfilm with iodine, uniaxially stretching the dyed 
film in a boric acid bath with at least 4-12% potassium iodide (paragraphs 0044 
and 0047) and washing the film with an aqueous solution containing Kl (see 
paragraphs 0052-0055). Drying at 70 deg C or less is taught at paragraph 0057. 
Note that paragraph 0018 teaches the instant transmittance and polarizing 
efficiency. Given that these properties are the same as that set forth in instant 
claim 9, and that the polarizer is made by the same method as recited in instant 
claims 3-8, it is submitted that the polarizer made by the method of Sugino et al 
inherently meets the limitations set forth in instant claim 9. 



3.The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis 
for all obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described 
as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to 
be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which 
said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the 
invention was made. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Sugino et al (see paragraph 0018). 

Sugino et al discloses the basic claimed method as set forth in paragraph 2, 
supra, the applied reference essentially lacking a clear showing of the instant 
dichroic ratio and iodine and potassium contents as set forth in claim 9 — note 
that the transmittance and polarizing efficiency are taught in paragraph 0018. If 
the instant dichroic ratio and exact iodine and potassium content are not inherent 
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in the process of Sugino et al, it is submitted that such is obvious thereover, le, 
the process in the applied reference meets the instant method steps to make the 
instant polarizer. If a particular property is not inherent, then it would clearly be 
obvious thereover dependent on process parameters perhaps not recited in the 
claims. 

4. It is noted that the search report considers Japanese document 2002- 
258,042 to be particularly relevant with respect to the method — the report 
suggests that the method is taught in paragraphs 0024-0029. Applicant is 
requested to provide a translation of these paragraphs or an English equivalent if 
such is readily available. 

5.Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications 
from the examiner should be directed to Mathieu D. Vargot whose telephone 
number is 571 272-121 1 . The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 
from 9 to 6. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the 
examiner's supervisor, Christina Johnson, can be reached on 571 272-1 176. 
The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding 
is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
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PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair- 
direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll- 
free). 



M. Vargot 
March 22, 2008 



/Mathieu D. Vargot/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 



